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the supply store, centralized personnel
records, establishing storage space fees
to make warehouse storage for con-
gressional inventories self-supporting,
eliminating and contracting out the
House office furnishing functions, and
they go on and on and on.

The reason for me to point this out is
this past weekend I was in Pittsburgh,
Kansas, in my district, for a four State
farm show. We had about an hour and
a half town meeting at this farm show
where a number of people gathered un-
derneath a tent and we carried this on
radio throughout much of the southern
portion of my district. And it was in-
teresting.

The lead question was not about
what are we going to do about the farm
bill, although there was interest on
that, and it was not so much really
about how are we going to reform what
is taking place within the Federal Gov-
ernment. The lead question I got was
when are you going to clean up the
House itself? I noted the reforms we
have done, a one-third cut in staff re-
ductions, reducing ice buckets, or
eliminating ice buckets being delivered
to our office, and some of the proposals
being put forward about the gift ban.

But one of the biggest things we have
to do to reinstill the faith and con-
fidence of the American people in their
representative body is follow through
on this audit, wherever our noses lead
us to, whatever we might see that
needs to be changed to open up. The
second big step has taken place. We
have got a lot further to go, and I rec-
ommend that many people look at this
audit and see what is in it. It is a
scathing indictment of the financial
condition and how his House has been
operated in the past. It is scathing.
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I have never seen an audit of a gov-
ernmental body that has been declared
such a mess of an institution. The first
two big steps have been taken. We have
got to keep pressing forward with these
reforms that are suggested in the audit
and keep looking and searching and
finding until we lift the dome off of ev-
erything and show the people what has
been going on.
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FRENCH NUCLEAR TESTINGS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KINGSTON). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from Amer-
ican Samoa [Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
I want to commend the President of
France for having recently acknowl-
edged a very serious matter that for
some 50 years every French head of
state has denied any involvement of
the French Government.

Last Sunday, Mr. Speaker, President
Jacques Chirac of France publicly stat-
ed that the Government of France was
an accomplice and was involved in the
deportation of some 75,000 Jews, whom
a majority were French citizens and

many refugees also—their deportation
to Nazi Germany during World War II.
These Jews were sent to Nazi death
camps, and according to reports only
about 2,500 survived. In his remarks,
President Chirac said, ‘‘France, the
homeland of the Enlightenment and
the rights of man, a land of welcome
and asylum, on that day committed
the irreparable. Betraying its word, it
delivered its dependents to their execu-
tioners.’’

Mr. Speaker, I admire President
Chirac for saying these noble words,
but I would admire him even more if he
would be consistent with his state-
ments and policy towards resumption
of nuclear bomb explosions in the
South Pacific.

Quoting from President Chirac’s own
words, Mr. Speaker, if France is truly
the homeland where the rights of men
are respected and honored, then why is
President Chirac giving a deaf ear—an
unwilling spirit—to listen and to exam-
ine carefully the plans and requests
from leaders of countries from around
the world, especially the leaders of
countries and territories representing
some 28 million men, women, and chil-
dren of the Pacific region, to stop this
insane practice of exploding nuclear
bombs in these Pacific atolls.

Mr. Speaker, if France is truly the
homeland of the enlightenment, then
why is the President of France not giv-
ing serious consideration to reason and
commonsense thinking by the majority
of humanity throughout the world—do
not explode nuclear bombs in the mid-
dle of the Pacific Ocean—given the fact
that the Pacific Ocean covers almost
one-third of our planet’s surface. Mr.
Speaker, may I also remind the Presi-
dent of France that two-thirds of the
world’s population reside in the Pacific
region.

Mr. Speaker, the president of France
makes the point that exploding eight
more nuclear bombs in the South Pa-
cific is a necessary step to improve
France’s nuclear deterrent system. The
fact of the matter is, Mr. Speaker, the
technology to improve the trigger
mechanism to explode nuclear bombs is
already available. It has been done, and
guess which country has this tech-
nology. We do. The United States of
America.

Mr. Speaker, it is my understanding
our country was willing—and is still
willing—to share the technology with
France, so France does not need to spin
its wheels again to continue a testing
program when the answers are already
known to questions concerning nuclear
explosions.

So, Mr. Speaker, I raise another
point concerning President Chirac’s de-
cision to rescind France’s 1992 morato-
rium on nuclear testing. President
Chirac said the decision by his govern-
ment to resume its nuclear testing pro-
gram in the South Pacific is in the
highest interest of the Government of
France. Mr. Speaker, I submit I have a
problem with President Chirac’s claim
that exploding eight nuclear bombs—

each bomb ten times more powerful
than the nuclear bomb that was
dropped on the Japanese city of Hiro-
shima, and killing over 100,000 men,
women and children at the height of
the conflict with Japan during World
War II—the problem, Mr. Speaker, is
that these eight nuclear bombs Presi-
dent Chirac’s government intends to
explode during an 8-month period
starting in September of this year,
these nuclear bombs are going to be
detonated on two South Pacific atolls
in French Polynesia.

The President of France claims that
exploding these eight nuclear bombs on
these Pacific atolls is ecologically safe
and that the marine environment will
not in any way be affected by it.

Mr. Speaker, the President of France
is not an expert on nuclear bomb explo-
sions, and certainly I’m not an expert
on this matter, but doesn’t it make
sense, Mr. Speaker—common sense,
that is—I strongly suggest to President
Chirac that a panel of nuclear sci-
entists from around the world be in-
vited to these Pacific atolls and allow
them the opportunity to fully examine
what the French Government has done
after already conducting 139 under-
water nuclear bomb explosions and 41
atmospheric nuclear bombs under the
Moruroa Atoll.

Mr. Speaker, the French Government
claims these nuclear bomb explosions
are being conducted underground and
not underwater. Mr. Speaker, I submit
this claim is yes and no. The reason for
my saying this is that the Morurao
Atoll is made up entirely of coral reefs
and marine life, but in the middle of
the atoll is a volcanic formation
shaped like a cone, but is below sea
level. So what the French officials
have done is drill some 139 of these
holes into this volcanic formation, and
accordingly in the middle of this vol-
canic mountain the nuclear bombs are
detonated.

Mr. Speaker, what concerns me and
nuclear scientists throughout the
world is that after exploding nuclear
bombs 139 times inside this volcanic
formation—something has to give after
doing this for the past 20 years.

Nuclear scientists have expressed se-
rious concerns about leakages of nu-
clear contamination directly into the
ocean, and the consequences of marine
environmental contamination to all
forms of marine life can never be re-
stored to life again. That’s the danger,
Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, why is the French Gov-
ernment so afraid to allow a panel of
knowledgeable and expert scientists to
examine the Moruroa Atoll, if all that
the French Government alleges on
safety and health to humans are true?

So, Mr. Speaker, while these nuclear
bomb explosions will explode inside a
volcanic formation—this volcanic
mountain-like formation is surrounded
entirely by the Pacific Ocean. Mr.
Speaker, while it is quite convenient
for the French Government to claim a
12-mile territorial jurisdiction around
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the Moruroa Atoll, the fact is, the
ocean surrounding the atoll does not
discriminate on whereby nuclear con-
tamination is carried freely and dis-
persed by the ocean currents—and
these ocean currents affect the entire
Pacific Ocean.

Mr. Speaker, if the President of
France continues to refuse to listen
and to stop his government’s nuclear
testings in the Pacific, I am left one
other possible option—declare and ask
the goodness of the American people to
boycott all French products being sold
in the United States and throughout
the world.

I also make an appeal, Mr. Speaker,
for our musicians and leaders noted in
the media and entertainment business
to set September 1 of this year to con-
duct concerts, musical arrangements
and gatherings to protest French nu-
clear testing in the Pacific.

Mr. Speaker, I include for the
RECORD the following information.
[From the Los Angeles Times, July 18, 1995]
GOVERNMENT WATCH—NATIONAL CONFESSION

Credit President Jacques Chirac with the
moral and political courage at last to say
unequivocally what other French heads of
state have refused to say for 50 years. Credit
him with publicly recognizing France’s di-
rect responsibility in the deportation of
some of the 75,000 Jews—many of them refu-
gees but the majority French citizens—who
were seized and shipped to Nazi death camps
during World War II.

Official French complicity in this crime
against humanity has long been known and
documented. Yet for decades successive gov-
ernments sought to place responsibility sole-
ly on the country’s German occupiers, later
adding the collaborationist Vichy regime to
the roll of those guilty. Chirac, in remarks
at a memorial service for 13,000 Jews who
were seized in Paris in 1942 and transported
to the death camps, was explicit about the
actual French role. ‘‘France, the homeland
of the Enlightenment and the rights of man,
a land of welcome and asylum, on that day
committed the irreparable.’’ His nation owes
those victims, he said, ‘‘an everlasting debt.’’

It’s seldom easy for proud nations to admit
crimes or follies. Only in 1976, for example
did President Gerald R. Ford apologize on be-
half of the government for the hysteria-
prompted wartime internment of 120,000 peo-
ple of Japanese ancestry 34 years earlier.
That great wrong had long been widely rec-
ognized.

In France for more than five decades it was
official denial that prevailed. President
Chirac, to his great credit, has made any fur-
ther denial untenable.

[From Newsweek, July 24, 1995]
FUTURE SHOCK—
(By John Barry)

The terrorists went undetected. In the
noon-hour crush of a spring day in midtown
Manhattan, the two men with suitcases
looked like hotel-bound businessmen. No-
body gave them a second glance as they
bought sandwiches from a street vendor and
sat on one of the benches by Rockefeller Cen-
ter. After a moment, they seemed to rum-
mage in the contents of the bags. Only the
blinding fireball that vaporized the
attackers and instantly killed tens of thou-
sands of New Yorkers announced that nu-
clear warfare had finally come home to the
nation that first split the atom. And by then,
of course, it was too late to avert catas-
trophe.

For years, versions of that nightmare sce-
nario have been grist for doomsday prophets.
It was pure hype. A terrorist group with the
funds and know-how to develop a knapsack
nuke would have had to be so big, rich and
sophisticated as to rival a good-sized na-
tion—hardly a recipe for keeping a secret.
The routes to the prize—breeding plutonium
in a reactor or refining uranium in a giant
enrichment plant—are strewn with technical
obstacles. Theft of the primary materials
was the only way to short-circuit that labo-
rious process, and the nuclear fraternity’s
huge stores of A-bomb ingredients were
tightly protected. So what really mattered
was keeping sensitive technology out of the
hands of would-be nuclear powers, convinc-
ing nervous nations that the U.S. nuclear
umbrella would protect them, monitoring
peaceful uses of atomic energy—and heading
off a showdown with the U.S.S.R.

Those goals were achievable—but history
has turned the nuclear threat on its head,
and the terrorist scenario has become fright-
eningly real. For veterans of the non-
proliferation struggle, these are in one sense
the best of times, because the terrifying con-
test between Washington and Moscow is
largely over. The United States and Russia
are dismantling their ICBMs and their mul-
tiple warheads as fast as they can. Their re-
maining missiles are no longer targeted at
each other. And this spring, U.S. negotiators
persuaded more than 170 signatories to the
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) to
extend it indefinitely—in return only for
vaguely worded security guarantees from the
nuclear powers. But these are the worst of
times, too, because in the debris of the cold
war remain tens of thousands of nuclear
weapons and thousands of tons of bomb-
grade plutonium and uranium. A terrorist
bomb made with as little as 13 pounds of
pure plutonium would pack the punch of
1,000 tons of TNT even if it fizzled. The main
problem, still, is Russia. But today the prob-
lem is Russian weakness, not strength. ‘‘The
situation in the former Soviet Union today
is the single most important event in the
history of nuclear proliferation.’’ says a sen-
ior Pentagon official.

That history so far is one of restraint. In
1963 President John F. Kennedy said he was
haunted by fears that by 1975 there could be
as many as 20 nations with nuclear weapons.
Back then, there were four declared nuclear
powers: the United States, the Soviet Union,
France and Britain; China exploded a bomb
the next year. That’s still the official roster
(three other nations have gone nuclear with-
out admitting it: Israel, India and Pakistan).
Meanwhile, Argentina, Brazil, South Africa
and Romania all have elected over the last
decade to give up nuclear programs. Taiwan
and South Korea began preliminary efforts
to build a bomb in the 1970s, but gave up
under heavy U.S. pressure. Most recently,
Ukraine, Belarus and Kazakhstain disavowed
the nuclear legacy that fell to them when
the U.S.S.R. split up. ‘‘The NPT has suc-
ceeded beyond the wildest dreams of its au-
thors,’’ says John Holum, director of the
Arms Control and Disarmament Agency.
‘‘Non-nuclear has become a global norm.’’

Those still knocking at the clubhouse door
remain a long way from getting the keys.
Consider Iraq, which has drawn most of the
attention since the end of the gulf war, when
U.N. inspectors began carting away boxes of
plans outlining Saddam Hussein’s $10 billion
nuclear program. Iraqi scientists may not
have been as far along as the documents in-
dicated. It seems the scientists lied to please
the boss. ‘‘[The program] was a disaster,’’
says Bob Kelley of Los Alamos, who has
made 27 trips to Iraq as part of the monitor-
ing effort. ‘‘The leadership got taken for a

ride. They didn’t know what they were
doing.’’

Other pretenders are scarcely in better
shape. Libya’s Muammar Kaddafi still wants
a bomb, but a Russian intelligence study
concluded in 1993 that his poor engineering
and technology base put that out of his reach
for ‘‘the foreseeable future.’’ North Korea
has taken a buyout—$4.5 billion worth of nu-
clear reactors from South Korea. And al-
though the North Koreans may already have
produced as much as 26 pounds of plutonium,
Russian experts say scientists there don’t
have the computers or design know-how to
make a bomb. Iran’s nuclear ambitions go
back to the shah, but poor infrastructure,
demoralized personnel and political fac-
tionalism under the ayatollahs create huge
barriers to building an ‘‘Islamic bomb,’’ ex-
perts agree. In all, the nuclear wanna-bes are
a sorry lot.

But what happens with a nuclear power
heads in the same direction as such Third
World basket cases? The collapse of the So-
viet Union has opened the door to prolifera-
tion—by states or terrorists—on a scale that
previously was unimaginable. In the START
treaties of 1991 and 1993, the United States
and the former Soviet Union agreed to dras-
tically reduce their strategic warheads. The
problem is that in Russia that has meant
moving some 3,000 warheads a year from
under control of the military, where safe-
guards have been stringent, to the civilian
Ministry of Atomic Energy (Minatom),
where U.S. experts charge the protection
against theft has become so slipshod that
some think the best answer may be to slow
down or even stop the whole disarmament
process.

Just about every U.S. specialist on the
issue has had an epiphany about how vast
the problem is. For Charles Curtis of the
U.S. Energy Department, it was when he was
taken into Building 116 of the Kurchatov In-
stitute in the Moscow suburbs. About 160
pounds of weapons-grade uranium cast into
shiny spheres was stored in high-school-style
lockers and secured by a single chain looped
through the handles. There was no other se-
curity. William Potter, who tracks nuclear
thefts for the Monterey Institute of Inter-
national Studies in California, was trans-
fixed by a Russian Navy investigator’s report
on the theft of almost 10 pounds of enriched
uranium from one of the Russian Navy’s
main storage facilities for nuclear fuel, the
Sevmorput shipyard outside Murmansk. The
thief had climbed through one of many holes
in the wooden fence surrounding the fuel-
storage area, sawed through a padlock on the
warehouse door, lifted the lid on a container
and broken off three pieces of a submarine
reactor core. ‘‘Potatoes were guarded bet-
ter,’’ the investigator said.

Flimsy locks aren’t the most frightening
weakness. While security for the U.S. nu-
clear program depends on high-tech gadgetry
backed by armed guards, Russia has de-
pended on control of people. ‘‘They had
watchers watching watchers, backed by very
strict control on movement,’’ said one En-
ergy Department official. Will hard times
fray the watchers’ loyalty? Frank von
Hippel, a Princeton physicist, noticed big
new dachas going up inside the barbed-wire
perimeter of Chelyabinsk-70, a closed city for
Russian nuclear scientists. When he asked
who owned the houses, his Russian compan-
ion cut him a glance and replied, ‘‘The night
people’’—black marketers. Former Los Ala-
mos weapons designer Stephen Younger re-
calls how the director of the weapons lab at
another closed city, Arzamas–16, called him
aside to beg for emergency financial aid,
adding that his scientists were going hungry.
‘‘You are driving us into the hands of the
Chinese,’’ the man said.
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How much may already have leaked? The

CIA lists 31 cases of thefts or seizures, most
allegedly involving low-grade Russian mate-
rials found by German police, in the first six
months of this year alone. But many of the
cases resulted from ‘‘sting’’ operations, part
of a pre-emptive strategy initiated by West-
ern intelligence agencies since 1992. Some
Russians charge that the operation has actu-
ally created a market. Still, some cases are
chilling. In Prague last December, police
found almost six pounds of highly enriched
uranium in the back seat of a Saab; also in
the care were a Czech nuclear scientist and
two colleagues from Belarus and Ukraine.
‘‘We’re starting to see significant quantities
of significant material,’’ says a White House
source. Adds a Pentagon official, ‘‘If just one
bomb’s worth gets out, people are going to
wake up real fast.’’

Some members of Russian President Boris
Yeltsin’s staff are already sounding the
alarm. After a presidential inquiry last fall,
staffers identified nine facilities they said
urgently require modern security systems.
But everyone agrees that the list barely be-
gins to address the problem: U.S. experts say
not one of the nearly 90 facilities where a
total of 700 tons of weapons-grade materials
are stored has adequate security. The outcry
seems to have had an impact on Minatom, a
huge bureaucracy whose director, Victor
Mikhailov, is legendary in Washington for
resisting foreign interference. In June,
Mikhailov agreed to let teams of U.S. ex-
perts go to five of his facilities ‘‘to facilitate
development of joint improvement plans.’’
U.S. experts also will install and dem-
onstrate new security systems at the
Arzamas and Chelyabinsk complexes. Mos-
cow’s Kurchotov Institute already has the
new system.

Paying for all that will require major out-
lays. U.S. officials estimate that the new
equipment will cost $5 million per site: a
total of $450 million if Russia agrees to
harden security at all its storage facilities.
The Clinton administration has begun dis-
cussions in NATO, in the International
Atomic Energy Agency and among members
of the Group of Seven about how the costs
might be spread around. The Russian presi-
dential commission studying the problem
paints an even grimmer picture. It says up-
grading security will cost $17 billion. Nobody
knows where that kind of money might come
from. But in the meantime, the Russians
have begun to adopt a drastic but simple
strategy—closing the doors to nuclear
plants, even to their own inspectors. Asked if
it would be possible to visit one nuclear site,
Mikhailov’s spokesman said that ‘‘because of
Chechnya, no one can go anywhere.’’ Evi-
dently security has already been tightened
against possible attacks by Chechen separat-
ists.

In place of the arms race, a new race is
on—to see how quickly Russian can be ca-
joled and helped into throwing up enough
safeguards to prevent some of the world’s
most lethal materials’ leaking into the
wrong hands. In the meantime, the Pentagon
is spending $100 million this year in an effort
to identify high-tech ‘‘counterproliferation’’
tools to track and, if necessary, take out
rogue nuclear powers. And policy specialists
already are wrestling with the dilemma of
how the United States can both cut military
spending and continue to convince Japan and
other friends around the world that they
don’t need their own nuclear weapons. It’s
still a battle to make sure ‘‘The Day After’’
isn’t just a day away.

[From the Los Angeles Times, July 17, 1995]
CHIRAC ADMITS FRANCE’S COMPLICITY WITH

NAZIS

(From Times Wire Service)
PARIS.—President Jacques Chirac acknowl-

edged Sunday what a generation of political
leaders did not—that the French state was
an accomplice to the deportation of tens of
thousands of Jews during World War II.

At a ceremony to commemorate the 53rd
anniversary of the roundup of at least 13,000
Jews at a Paris stadium—the biggest during
the war years—Chirac said that French com-
plicity with the Nazis was a stain on the na-
tion.

‘‘These dark hours soil forever our history
and are an injury to our past and our tradi-
tions,’’ Chirac told the gathering at the
former site of the Velodrome d’Hiver sta-
dium in western Paris.

‘‘The criminal folly of the [German] occu-
pier was seconded by the French, by the
French state,’’ he said.

Chirac, a conservative who took office in
May, is the first French president to publicly
recognize France’s role in the deportations
of Jews under the Vichy regime of Marshal
Philippe Petain, which collaborated with the
Nazis.

In all, about 75,000 Jews were deported
from France to Nazi concentration camps
during World War II. Only 2,500 survived.

Chirac’s predecessor, Socialist President
Francois Mitterrand, maintained that the
Vichy regime did not represent the French
republic and its actions were not those of the
state.

That attitude pained France’s large Jewish
community, which has long pressed authori-
ties to come to grips with the nation’s col-
laborationist past.

At dawn on July 16, 1942, French police
banged on doors throughout Paris, pulling
men, women and children from their homes
and rounding them up at the cycling sta-
dium. The families were imprisoned for three
days without food or water, then deported to
Auschwitz. Only a handful returned.

‘‘France, the nation of light and human
rights, land of welcome and asylum, accom-
plished the irreparable,’’ said Chirac. ‘‘Be-
traying its word, it delivered its dependents
to their executioners.’’

In a clear warning against today’s ex-
treme-right National Front, Chirac also
urged vigilance against attempts by some
political parties to promote a racist, anti-Se-
mitic ideology.

Noted Nazi hunter Serge Klarsfeld hailed
Chirac for his ‘‘courage’’ and said that the
president’s words were ‘‘what we had hoped
to hear one day.’’

Chirac’s statements culminated a process
that gained pace in 1994 when a court for the
first time convicted a French citizen, Paul
Touvier, of crimes against humanity. The
former pro-Nazi militia chief is serving a life
term for ordering the executions of six Jews
in June 1944.

Several deportation survivors attended
Sunday’s ceremony, along with representa-
tives of the Jewish community and the arch-
bishop of Paris, Cardinal Jean-Marie
Lustiger, a Jew who converted to the Roman
Catholic faith.

f

LOBBYING REFORM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of May
12, 1995, the gentleman from Maryland
[Mr. EHRLICH] is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the majority
leader.

Mr. EHRLICH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to-
night to talk about a very important

issue, really one of the issues that I be-
lieve we were sent here to address,
which is lobbying reform, ending tax-
payer funded lobbying by special inter-
ests, Mr. Speaker. And the problem is
one of the best kept secrets in this
town and on this floor.

Special interests lobby for taxpayers’
money and then use that taxpayers’
money to create political operations
that serve to lobby for even additional
money. It is a vicious cycle, Mr. Speak-
er. It is taxpayer abuse, and it is an
outrage.

More than 40,000 special interests re-
ceived at least 39 billion, Mr. Speaker,
that is with a B, dollars in federal
grants during 1990. Because accounting
records are not complete and because
some records are not available for in-
spection, there is no way of knowing
how much taxpayers’ money is being
used to direct lobbying and political ef-
forts. There are, however, specific ex-
amples, Mr. Speaker, of recipients of
federal grants that lobby the govern-
ment.

Examples of abuse, Mr. Speaker, on
Flag Day in June, the ABA, the Amer-
ican Bar Association, staged a rally at
the Capitol to protest a proposed con-
stitutional amendment protecting the
desecration of the American flag. Last
year, the ABA received more than $10
million in grants in Washington. The
Nature Conservancy used a $44,000
grant from the Department of Com-
merce to lobby for defeat of a Florida
referendum.

At the request of Interior Secretary
Bruce Babbitt, the National Fish and
Wildlife Federation lobbied to protect
the National Biological Service from
cuts in FY 1995 rescissions. The founda-
tion has received hundreds of thou-
sands of dollars in federal grants from
the Interior Department.

Since 1993, Mr. Speaker, the EPA has
distributed more than $90 million in
federal grants to more than 150 special
interests, including the Sierra Club,
the Natural Resources Defense Council,
and other groups that are lobbying
against the regulatory reform compo-
nent of the Contract with America, an
issue near and dear to my heart be-
cause it currently formed the focal
point of our campaign for this House.

The federal dollars also make many
special interests appear to be a larger
force in the political arena than they
would be if they relied solely on pri-
vate business. This is a very important
point, Mr. Speaker.

For example, the National Council of
Senior Citizens receives more than 96
percent, that is 96 percent of its fund-
ing from this Congress. AARP receives
66 percent; Planned Parenthood, 33 per-
cent, et cetera.

Because special interests do not open
their books for public inspection, there
is no way to guarantee that they are
not using taxpayer dollars for political
advocacy. In many cases, however,
these federal dollars free up the group’s
private resources to be spent in direct
political lobbying and other advocacy
activities.
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